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* E public has been lately forged 

with ſome familiar letters of Dr. Prieſt- 
ley addreſſed to the inhabitants of Birming- 
ham, part of which were written before, 
and part fince the important decifion in the 
laſt Houſe of Commons; and it may be 
paying the Doctor but an ill compliment to 
leave them unnoticed, ſince they have an 
immediate reference to the ſubject of thoſe... 
ſern Mons, which I have undertaken to exa- 


„ and may be thought an unanſwerable 
1 con- 


= + vetted 2 * . wh * 


confirmation of the arguments contained in 
thoſe diſcourſes. The letters are profeſſedly 
written in refutation of ſeveral charges ad- 
vanced paint the Diſſenters in à ſermon 
preached at St. Philip's Birmingham, by the 
Rev. Mr. Madan, entitled“ The Principal 
« Claims of the Diſſenters Conſidered.” 
With the perſonal part of the diſpute be- 
tween theſe two on I have no inten- 
tion to interfere, Dr. P ieſtley allows the 
Rector of St. Philip 8 übe a man of ſenſe 
and abilities, of an excellent character, and 
of poliſhed manners; one therefore whom 
we may conclude to be competent to his 
own defence, and to want no officious aſſiſ- 
tant. The part which it might be expected 
that I ought to take upon me, reſpects thoſe 
general. aſſertions that contradict my reaſon- 
ing in the Fxee EXAMINATION, and which 
I may ſeem called upon to ſupport, either 
by confuting the Doctor's arguments, or by 
confirming my own with an additional 
weight of; evidence. 8 


As the = are N written in 
a familiar looſe ſtyle without a profeſſed 
chain of argument, and with but little de- 
pendance 


* 


„ 

pendance of one part upon another, it may 
be impracticable to follow the author cloſely 
in ſo irregular a courſe, and it is immaterial 
upon which part we begin, or in what train 
we proceed. I am aware that if any impor- 
tant argument, which may affect the gene- 
ral queſtion, is miſrepreſented, it will not 
readily be overlooked, nor eſcape correction: 
But [ hope the author will have the candour 
to ſuppoſe that the miſrepreſentation was 
not voluntary, and that nothing of conſe- 
quence has been declined, except what was 
conſidered to have been already diſcuſſed i in 
the free examination. 


Taking therefore the advantage of the 
ground, as it beſt ſuits my own convenience, 
I begin with combating in limine that declara- 
tion of Dr. Prieſtley, that he is not to be 
* charged with the love of controverſy, who 
ce only defends himſelf and his writings 
** againſt the perſon who wantonly attacks 
* him.” I had ſuppoſed in the opening of 
my examination of his and Dr. Price's diſ- 
courſes, that I was engaged with two giants 
in controverſial ſkill, as well as literary fame : 
it will be therefore incumbent on me to clear 


\ my. 


1 


my Way, and to produce my reaſons, on 
Which, I preſume to ground this, ſuppoſition, 


"Th. Prieſtley REY not . to is 
Fo all controverſy, as it means only pub- 
lic diſcuſſion, which may end in the eluci- 
dation of truth, ſays afterwards that his 
controverſial writings bear but a ſmall pro- 

portion to all his e ; intending by 
this that he has had but few perſonal N. 
putes except with Biſhop Horſley, and ſome 
others whom he names, and I recollect alſo 
with his friend Dr. Price, in an amicable | 
| exchange of ſentiment, on account of his 
N dns concerning matter and ſpirit.” 
| I confeſs that Dr. Prieſtley's publications 
= are very voluminous, there being ſcarce any 
3 ſubject in phyſics, ethics, grammar, hiſ- 
1 1 politics, chronology, biography, me- 
taphyſics, or theology, of which he has not 
treated moſt copiouly ; ; and perhaps his 
| controverſi al writings, if he means by them 
perſonal altercations only, may not compoſe 
the bulk of that formidable catalogue. But 
if we might be allowed to propoſe another 
definition of controverſial Writings, and i in- 
elude in them whatever attacks opinions as 
N' well 
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well as perſons, the remaining part of chis 


catalogue may be reduced to a ſmaller com- 


paſs than the Doctor would willingly per- 
ſuade us. If Dr. Prieſtley then writes againſt 


doctrines which have been generally re- 
ceived, if he ſearches into remote antiquity 


to 8 poſitions which have been unan- 


ſwerably proved, and are now acquieſeed in 


as acknowledged truths, to my weak appre- 
henſion it is equally controverſial, whether 
he oppoſes the writers or their opinions : for 
in fa& it 1s controverting, or as he calls it 
publicly diſcuſſing (to which we are far 


from denying his right, as all opinions are 


open to diſcuſſion) what has almoſt been 


admitted amongſt mankind as axioms : and 
if by this public attack he provokes advo- 


cates to defend the poſitions he has queſ- 


rioned, he is himſelf clearly the aggreſſor, 
and principal in the controverſy, whether 


| his opponents are the public indiſcriminate- 


ly, or the Biſhop of St. David's, Mr. Burn, 


or Mr. Madan individually. 


Having thus far produced my reaſons for 
ſuppoſing. that Dr. Price and Dr. Prieſtley 
were giants in controverſial ſkill, at leaſt 

„5 having 


#4 8 5 
having ſubmitted to the reader ſufficient 
proof with reſpe& to one of them, I take 
the liberty in the next place to vindicate that 
part of my examination which regards the 
celebrated quotation from Lord Chatham, 
and which Dr. Prieſtley has thought proper 
to reſume for the ſame invidious purpoſe 
as Dr. Price, and to illuſtrate by new, and, 
as he thinks, irrefragable arguments, 


With reſpect then to the firſt aſſertion 
that our Creed is Calviniſtic, Dr. Prieſtley 
refers us to the articles of our church, 
which he declares, as well as others, to be 
unqueſtionably Calviniſtic : and on this head 
1 ſhall not repeat what I had before advanced 
in the note annexed to the examination of 
Dr. Price's ſermon ; but ſhall only refer the 
reader in my turn to what the Dean of Glou- 
ceſter has ſo fully proved, and which never 
has, and I am perſuaded, never will effectu- 
ally be anſwered. 


But ſhould it be aſked in what ſenſe I 
ſubſcribe to the articles of our church, I an- 
ſwer in none of thoſe different ſenſes in 


which Dr. Prieto fays © the clergy ſub- 
2 The «ſcribe 


* 
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10 ſeribe to them, and which at the ſame time 
ho. they openly profeſs not to believe at all.“ 
I ſubſcribe not to them as © articles of 
& peace ;” becauſe if I thought them really 
to enjoin what could not be proved from 
ſcripture rightly underſtood, I ſhould make 
no ſcruple, being authorized by the articles 
ber oy ſo to do, publicly to difavow 
then® I ſubſcribe to them not as the Arch- 
deacon of Carliſle admits thoſe may ſub- 
ſcribe to them; who are not comprehended 
in the deſcription of Papiſts, Puritans, and 
Anabaptiſts j becauſe they are not the only 
_clafles that are in fact excluded by them; 
for I thus far agree with Dr. Prieſtley, that 
a Socinian who is true to his principles 
could not ſubſcribe to them. I ſubſcribe to 
them not with a declaration at the fame 
time, that © I do not believe them, and there- 
fore mean to deceive nobody;” becauſe 
though this open confeſſion might abſolve 
me from the charge of hypocrify, it would . 
be publicly avowing perjury : laſtly, I ſub- 
ſcribe to them not as a mere admiſſion into 
office; nor with that curious diſtinction be · 
tween * what is ſaid in the deſk which the 


0 law diredts, and what is delivered from 
6 66 the 


the pulpir, where th preacher i is anſwer⸗ 
s Able for his own opinions.” In what = 
ſenſe then do I ſubſcribe to them Wh. 


out any ſubterfuge or jeſuitical ingenuity to 
explain away their meaning, 1 ſbſleribe to 


them as articles of faith, ſo far as they are 
agreeable to the word of God; I ſubſcribe to 
them in a ſenſe, in which, from a fair com- 
pariſon of the different parts of our-church- 
ſervice with each other, agreeably to the 
conſtruction of the words juſtly interpreted, 
and in conformity to the moſt moderate of 
the foreign reformers in concurrence with 
dur own, I am perſuaded that our compilers | 
intended them to be received, and © in 
25 which, if they had been now alive, they 
e would have wiſhed that I ſhould an 
* to them.“ 


But what fays the declaration prefixed to 
the thirty-nine Articles? © That no man 
e hereafter ſhall either print or preach to 

F 4% draw the article aſide any way, but Hall 
* ſubmit to it in the full and plain meaning 
e thereof, and ſhall not put his own ſenſe or 
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« comment to be the meaning of the articles, 
as but ſhall take it in the literal and gram- 
«© matical ſenſe.” But the everlaſting de- 
crees of God, to fave or to reject certain in- 
dividuals of the human race unconditionally, 
are fully intended, they ſay, and were expli- 
citly declared by the firſt reformers, as the 
doctrine contained i in theſe articles; and in 
our interpretation of them we are guilty of 
groſs prevarication, if not of dire& perjury, 
in not ſubſcribing to them in the ſame ſenſe 
in which they were originally conceived. 
But this, as I have ſaid, we deliberately deny, 
nay the reverſe of this we think ſo clearly 
proved in thoſe letters to Dr. Kippis to 
which I before alluded, that to thoſe I readily 
refer the reader for that ſatisfaction and 
comfort which I have received. myſelf. 
% Whatever is not read in ſcripture,” ſays 
the ſixth. article, and others in. nearly 1 the 
ſame terms, nor may be proved thereby, i is 
% not to be required of any man, that it 
«© ſhould be believed as an article of faith.“ 
But predeſtination in the dreadful ſenſe of 
unconditional decrees, Land far this we have 
the additional luffrage of Dr. Prieſtley hin 
oy: I conceive 1s not expreflly declared in 
Th 5 the 


j = f . 3 


| the word be God; and the paſſages Which 


are ſuppoſed to authorize this: interpretation, 
will more naturally: admit of a very different 
conſtruction, namely God's foreknowledge 
of thoſe who would conform to his offers of 
pardon : and ſalvation, as well as of thoſe who 


would perſevere in diſobedience ; the call 


and election of particular nations antecedent 


to others, and the predetermined but gradu- 
al converſion of the gentile world. When 
therefore we are called upon to aſſent to 


theſe articles in the literal and grammatical 
ſenſe, we think ourſelves guilty e of no equi- 
vocation, but ſubſcribe to them juſtly and con- 


= ſcientiouſly, if we conſider that to be the full 


and £ genuine acceptation of the words, which 
expreſſes the true intention of the reformers, 
and renders them conformable to holy ſcrip- 
ture ; Whatever little cavils and objections 
7 Ky may be liable to, from thoſe who are 
determined to bind us to their reren 


adly. 


714 I defive i may be ce that the clergy do 


nat iſubſcribe to the declaration prefixed to the thir- 
ty-nin Articles: all that they are required willingly 

and ex enimo to ſubſcribe, is the articles themſelves 
a | ; with 
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adly. The ſecond great obj eftion which 
Dr. Prieſtley, after Dr. Price, repeats from 
'Lord Chatham againſt our church is, that 
its /iturgy is Papiſh. I had faid before, that 
we had retained as few obſervances from 
popery as poffible, and thoſe the moſt inno- 
cent: but if nothing is to be retained to 
which mankind were accuſtomed in thoſe 
times, we muſt go out of the world, I fear, 
for a new religion ; for there are few things 
which have not been pre-occupied by our 


Catholic predeceſſors. But Dr. Prieſtley in 
"theſe letters obſerves, <** that ſome things 


„ which we ourſelves ſhould now call Po- 
5 piſh doctrines are retained in the articles 
and ſervices of our church.“ Among 


ſome others, which are of no great mo- 
ment, he particularly ſpecifies the change 


made of the bread and wine in the Lord's 
Supper into the real body and blood of 
* Chriſt, which is retained in one of our 
66 articles, « 08: I repeated in our church 221 


with the ratification annexed. Subſcription to the 
articles was equally. neceſſary, as a qualification, for 
benefices, before the declaration was prefixed, and 
therefore in thoſe times the ſubſcription did not in- 
clude the declaration. 


2 9 rechiſin 3 - 


* 


i 9 * 
* bechiſin; and the power to which our 


« when they have confeſſed their ſins o 
ITT them,“ Which is retained in our office 
for the viſitation, of the ſick. A celebrated 
wit, in what he is pleaſed: to call Philoſo- 
Phical Reflections on the late Revolution in 
France, and the Coududt of the Diſſenters 
in England, echoes the latter obſervation, 


Chatham to ſay that our liturgy was popiſh 
was this very abſol to which- Dr. 
Prieſtley and er E hea, as one of 
the moſt offenſive parts of, Papery.. Now 
 40.fay nothing of that well: PHE 
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part, that is ſingled. out by: both: theſe gen- 
tlemen, on which they may ground. the ob- 


is not to be found 1 in.it ; at leaſt, not in the 
ordinary form of common prayer, which is 

e peculiarly called the Liturgy, and. is daily or 
"weekly read m our church. I there is an 
part: of our ſervice that can be called diſcre- 


We, it is indiſputably chat of private vi- 
ſitation 


a "1 
Hille 


« « mieds pretend of giving men nfs, 


- . and adds, that what might induce Lord 


| | infigua- | 


unfortunate, that this particularly c obnoxious 


Jections of the noble Lord ta our liturgy, | 
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_ diſcretion in the private, though not the 


ME 
Gtationz in which many of the prayers 
muſt be optional in the miniſter that offi- 
ciates, and are either read or ornitted, as the 
exigency of the caſe requires. I ſhould 
imagine, that there are few inſtanoes of any 


_ clergyman's now reading the abſolution as 


t ſtands at preſent in that office. I readily 
admit that its pretenſions are not warranted; 
and conceiving that I am left to my own 


public ſervice of the church (ſhould any 
abſolution be thought neceflary for the con- 
ſolation of weak minds) I make no ſcruple 
to ſubſtitute that which is in the communi- 
on ſervice, and which is certainly unob- 


jectionable. 


Again, the body and blood of Chriſt 


Dr. Prieſtley ſays in our twenty- eighth 


Article, is given, taken, and eaten (he 
„ ſhould not have omitted the word only, 
becauſe it makes a material alteration in 
the ſenſe) after an heavenly and ſpiritual 


„manner.“ And in our Catechiſm we are 


taught to fay, that the body and blood of 
« Chriſt are verily and indeed taken and 


ml * received by the faithful in the Lord's Sup- 


66 «© ner.” 


16 * 
dc per. Now we willingly . chat theſe 
are ſome” of thoſe not thoroughly- guarded 
expreſſions, by which our reformers; not at- 
tending to that preciſion of language which 
is expected in this age, have given an advan- 
tage to their adverſaries which they never 
intended, and which they thought to obviate - 
by thoſe qualifying words, which accom- 
pany them: the expreſſions | themſelves; 
though the meaning is obvious to thoſe who 
are determined not to miſunderſtand them; 
ſeem to militate againſt their own ſenti- 
ments. But when it is well known that 
one of the chief points, on which they ſepa- 
rated from the Church of Rome, was this 
very doctrine of tranſubſtantiation, and Dr. 
| Prieſtley allows, that the ** reformers ſaw 
« that this was not countenanced either by 
< reaſon, or the genuine ſenſe of ſcripture,” 
it is an unreaſonable perverſeneſs, that men 
will not ſeek for ſome other ſenſe which 
theſe ' expreſſions will admit; conſiſtently 3 


with the declared intention of the reformers ® 
(a mode of interpretation which would cer- 3 
tainly be adopted in the explanation of any 

author whatever) but, contrary. to every E 


rule in equity or criticiſm, will oblige the 
writer 
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| 7 7 | 
writer to aceufs or 3 himſelf, 4 


confine him to a meaning which he pur- 
. dlclpmed: 


5 *The Papiſts | maintain, that the bread 
and wine are really converted, by the act of 
conſecration, into the ſubſtance of the body 
and blood of Chriſt. The Lutherans con- 
tend that the body and blood are ineorpora- 
ted and communicated with the elements; 
between which opinions there is more a 
nominal, than a real diſtinction. Zuin- 
glius, the Swiſs reformer, taught that the 
bread and wine were only emblems or repre- 
ſentations of the body and blood. Calvin, 
to reconcile the difference between Luther 
and Zuinglius, held, that the communi- 
cants really eat by faith the body, and drink 
the blood of Chriſt; and our articles and 
catechiſm ſeem to have adopted the ſame 
expreſſions, as a kind of compromiſe or ae- 
commodation between the contending opi- 
nions. It is fomewhat remarkable, that the 
dee Moſheim's Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, tranſla - 
ted by Macclaine. Vol. iv. Page 8o—Notes. 


2 


. 
| "ME | very 
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very Popiſh conſtruction which is given to 
theſe expreſſions in our 28th article, and in 


our catechiſm, by Dr. Prieſtley, was attemp- 


ted to be fixed by Boſſuet and Courayer, 
| (two ſtrenuous defenders of the Romiſh 
Church) upon Calvin himſelf, whoſe ob- 
ſeure and figurative language induced them 
to conclude, that his doctrines, with reſpect 
to the Euchariſt, differed in ſubſtance but 
kttle from their own. Now Dr. Prieſtley 
and his brethren will hardly affirm that 
Calvin had any partiality for the Romiſh 
Church, notwithſtanding theſe expreſſions, 
or that he entertained an idea of a corporal, 
whatever he might of a | piritual preſence, 
(that 1s, of its reel effects) in the ſacra- 
ment of the Lord's ſupper. Why then will 
they conclude, that we approach fo near to 
that church, becauſe we uſe the ſ ex- 
preffions in the ſame ſpiritual ſenſe ? and if 


the learned advocates of that religion can- 


not fix the ſti gma of Popery upon Calvin, for 
_ theſe ex preſfions ; neither will Dr. Prieſtley 
ſucceed in his feeble attempt upon the 
Church of England, . 


zaly. To 


E 

zZaly. To what has been advanced i in the 
| Gene note to prove our Clergy not the fol- 
lowers of Arminius, together with what we 
have urged above to vindicate our Church 
from the imputation of Calvinifm, little 
additional evidence need be produced, till 
we ſee the preſent confuted ; becauſe I flat- 
ter myſelf that it is concluſive; at leaſt I 
can pergeive no defect or fallacy in the argu» 
ment, But arguing from Dr. Moſheim, per- 
| haps not thoroughly conſidered, I may have 
been guilty of an unintentional miſtake in 
| ſuppoſing, that the Britiſh Divines at the 
Synod of Dort, eſpouſed the Arminian ſide 
of the queſtion unreſervedly : I allow that 
this afſertion muſt be underſtood with ſome 
limitations; for as they ſeem to have been 
divided between the moderate tenets which 
they had imbibed from our firſt reformers, 
and the directions given by their maſter, 

: James Iſt. who was bred up in the boſom of 
Calviniſm; and as they, at his inſtigation, 
concurred in the condemnation of Vorſtius, 
| D 2 wha 


* Vorſtius was condemned for publiſhing his 
book De . in which he is accuſed of 9 
| — . 
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who ſucceeded . in the Profeſſor- 9 


Chair at Leyden, it might be advancing too 


much to f, chat 9 were 1 e 90 on 


= 3 


minianiſm, againſt which King James as well as 
the Belgic Divines were at that time incenſed, might 


be the chief motive for his condemnation. _ 
Miniſtres qui ſoutenoient contre les Arminiens a 


cienne doctrine de Calvin, ſe perſuaderent que 4 
Vorſtius qui n'etoit-pas de leur ſentiment exergoit à 
Leyde la profeſſion en Theologie, il feroit un tort 
irreparable a leur-cauſe, C'eſt pourquoi ils repreſen- 
terent fortement le danger, ils aecuſerent cet homme 


dune infinfté d'hereſies, ils ſe munirent du concours 


des Academies etrangeres, où ils obtinerent des te- 
moignages fletriſſans contre ſa doctrine; ils allume- 
rent la religion du Roi Jaques, & Vengagerent a re- 
commander à la Republique de Hollande l'exclu- 
ſion d'un tel heretique.” In a note he'fays, On 
en brula (du livre de Des) pluſieurs exemplaries 3 
Londres, a Oxford, & a Cambrige. Le Roi etoit 
a la chaſſe, quand on lus Porta ce livre: il le par- 


couru fi diligemment, qu'au bout d'une heure il en- 
voya I ſon refident à la Haye un catalogue des here- 
ſies, qu'ils avoit trouvees dans cet ouvrage.“ After 


ſome altercation between the Ambaſſador Sir P. 
Carlton, and the States, becauſe. they were not ſo ve- 
hement as his maſter expected, Bayle goes on to ſay, 


A' Ambaſſadeur peu ſatisfait de cette reponſe, haran- 


gua tout de nouveau pour faire ſes proteſtations, & 
menaca les Etats non ſeulement de la ne mais aufſi 


de la plume du Roi * e \ 


on 


11 
WS. + 
1 


1 
on the Arminian fide in that famous contro- 
verſy. But on the other hand, as Dr. Mo- 


ſheim allows, (vol. iv. p. 498, ) that the mo- 


deration and equity of theſe divines preven- 
ted the Synod from giving its ſanction to 


the opinions of the Supralapſarians, that is, 
of thoſe who held that God had, from all 
eternity, decreed the fall of Adam, which 


is perfectly conſonant with the Calviniſtic 


per ſuaſion; and « that thoſe who embra- 
ced the Sublapſarian ſyſtem, which admits 


that God only permitted the firſt man to 


fall into tranſgreſſion, without poſſtively pre- 
determining his fall (which is in fact not far 
from genuine Arminianiſm) that thoſe, I 
ſay, triumphed over their adverſaries in this 


:Synod,” it may be thought in ſome meaſure 
to juſtify the aſſertion, that the Britiſh Di- 


vines favoured the Arminian doctrines. But 
Moſheim ſays further, (p. 515,) that © after 


* the Synod of Dort, the doctrine of abſo- 
«© Jute decrees loſt ground day by day, and 


: « that ſcarcely had the Britiſh Divines re- 
turned from that famous Aſſembly, and 
* given an acount of the laws that had been 


86 „ and the doctrines that had been 


2 " eſtabliſhed there, than the King, together 


ce with 


oo 


i 4 


r 
t "Rh [4% 


1 2 1 
4 with the greater part of the Epiſcopal 
& Clergy, diſcovered in the ſtrongeſt terms 


their diſlike of theſe proceedings, and jud- 


© ged the ſentiments of Arminius, relating 
„to the divine decrees, preferable to thoſe 
« of Gomarus and Calvin.” * Whatever 


3 


The Letters of Carlin; Biſhop of Landaff, one 
of the Divines that were ſent from England to 
that Aſſembly, ſhew clearly hom much they were 
embarraſſed between their 'own ſentiments, and their 
wiſhes to accommodate the Calviniſts ; and that for 


the ſake of peace they were ready to give up ſome of 


the doctrines which they had maintained in their 
own Theſes, © for we are ſure,” he ſays, * that, this 
© deviſe of the univerſal grace of redemption will not be 
* received in this Synod:“ And they might recall 
* their Theſes, and alter them, he ſays, at pleaſure.” 
Dy. Davenant, another of them, though he'averred 
that he would rather have his right hand cut off, 
« than recall or alter any thing to which they had 
*.fubſcribed,” reſpecting the univerſal extent of 
Chriſt's redemption, and though he produces very 
powerful reaſons for ſupporting that opinion, yet 
when urged by the Preſident to make ſome conceſ- 
fions to the majority upon that point, concurs at 


Hft with the reſt in ſaying, © Notwithſtanding 


this tenent of extending Chriſt's death to all, and 
* the ; univerſality of the promiſe, we do firmly 
« hold the main points controverted not only in the 


* other four articles (Predeſtination, Grace, Juſtifi- 


«© cation 


[TI a] 

therefore might be collected from thoſe he- 
es which the Britiſh Divines maintained in 
that aſſembly, or to whatever ſubterfuges 
and evaſions they might be reduced, to re- 
concile the original doftrines of their own 
Church with the Calviniſtic tenets of King 
James, and the general ſenſe of the aſſem- 
bly, nothing can by this be determined 


againſt the queſtion, whether the Church of 


En gland was indebted to. Arminius for 
the doctrines which were held by that able 
profeſſor, ſubſequent to -our reformation 
under Edward VIth. But if our Clergy muſt 
be cMled Arminian, for maintaining tnoſe 
| opinions before Arminius was known, it 

will ſcarcely be worth our while to contend 
for a name, while we are agreed in the ſub- 


6 cation and Perſeverance) but in this ſecond article 
* alſo Redemption, in our two firſt propoſitions, 


« touching God's and Chriſt's ſpecial intention to 


s redeem effectually, and to merit effectual grace 
© only to the elect. And ſo ſhall in all the five articles 
define ſufficiently againſt the remonſtrants (i. e. the 
* Arminians) and by this our diſtinction blunt their 
chief arguments in all the five articles, which 


© otherwiſe we cannot ſee how they can be ſufficiently 


1 * ſolved. *—See Hales' s Golden Remains, 
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Nance; for it is TOR" PA that if our 
| Clergy be Arminian, the doctrines in which 


they are inſtructed, and which they incul- 
cate, cannot at the ſame time be Calvi- 


niſtic. 


But notwithſtanding this conceſſion of 
Dr. Moſheim's, that the ſentiments of Ar- 
minius daily gained ground in England from 
that Synod, it appears ſtill his opinion, 
which is ſupported by his tranſlator, adopted 
by Dr. Prieſtley, and repeated by Mr. Court- 
nay, all great authorities, I allow, that the 
doctrines of Arminius were introduced into 
England by 4 Archbiſhop Laud, under Charles 
Iſt. which upon this ground cannot be ad- 
miſſible : for the whole nation was in poſ- 
ſeſſion of theſe tenets by his own confeſ- 
ſion in the time of James Iſt, and I contend, 
with the Dean of Glouceſter, long before. 
For though the credit of an Arch biſhop of 
Canterbury might give them more celebrity, 
yet as there appears a great conformity be- 
tween them and thoſe of our firſt refor- 
mers, and they, probably, as I ſaid, came 
from the ſame mint, the concluſion before 


pointed out cannot. be avoided ; that if they 
| were 


A 


were not generally current in chis country 
before the ſanction of the Archbiſhop's pro- 
tection, this was not the: firſt time that they 
were rag 


4 dee r 10 * POT as the 5 | 
cate of Archbiſhop Laud in all his unwar- 
ranted exertions of Church diſcipline. He 
was indeed a zealous promoter, in the opi- 
nion of many perhaps too much ſo, of our 
civil and eccleſiaſtical eſtabliſhment : but the 
doctrines for which he contended, were the 
genuine doctrines of the Church of England; . 
in defence of which, be oppoſed himſelf to, 
Calviniſm, and youred the moderate opi- 
nions of Arminius, as being more eonſonant | 
with thoſe doQines, Thoſe he boldly, ſup- 
ported; and he it was who contrived that 
declaration prefixed to che articles, which 
does not favour the Calviniſts, as Dr. Mac- 
claing-fuppbſes,”' when it prohibits the affix- 
ing any new fenfeto the article, becauſe the 
articles las wwe have ſeen, were not deſigned 
to be underſtood in à Calviniſtio ſeuſe; but 
rene was intended ſolely to favour 

the Arminians, when it ordered -/ all curi- 
ur ſeareli ahout the;conteſted; points to 
210m 2 <6 be 


L 26 1 . 


<% he. laid afide; and theſe e to ber 
„ ſhut up it God's. promiſcs, as they are 
e generally ſer forth in Holy Scriture, and 
© the general meaning of the Artiolen of the: 
* Church of England according 10 them.” 
I which paſſage, J requeſt the readers par- 
ticular attention to theſe words, rh genera 
meaning of the Articles f the Church ꝙ Eng. 
land; for Dr. Macclaine allows that the 
whole paſſage thus ſeleQed; was deſigned to 
favour, and did effoctvally favour, the Armi« 
mans: The general: meaning therefore of the 
Articles: of the Church of England-was confor= 
mable to Arminian, hot Calviniſtic princi- 
ples; ; which was what Laud intended, what) 
alt men of candour” muſt adtnit, and wut, 


froch the Dean ef Gloueeſter, F kivd'bder- | 


U bearing to eftablih,” | 5. 5d bun : Pireg 


15 07 L£a%it9%7 noims's. 

Als ſufficient wrgite dunn a dibaſte acc old; 
cohtz6verfial writings; to ſte how ſhont- lived 
even tlie beſt. are; and: that the letters to 
De. Kippis, which contain a moſt o n 
plete apology-for the Church.of. England, 
whict»hwe obviated former: objections, and: 
anticipated the preſent, ſhuuld: nom during: 
the agitation of — be no- 


2⁰ more 


al 


1 


195 ] 


f were remembered or geferted ds, than if they 


had never been, Had Dr. Price and Dt. Prelt. 
ley theſe tracts in their recoflectien, they 
would never have re-echoed Lord Chathath's 
reflection, that we have 4 Calvinifire Creed, 
4 Popiſb Liturgy, and an Arminian Clergy; 


or did they recolle& and leave them unno- 
ticed, becauſe no one elſe might refer to 
8 it favours tao much of that diſ- 
ingenuous artifice, too c with all pro- 
feſſed controverſialiſts, to ſuppreſs every 
thing that makes againſt them, to revive 
dormant arguments that have been long con- 
futed, and to truſt to the ſagacity of ſome 


future Tucker to detect them. Iwiſh to do 
this juſtice to the Dean of Glouceſter, da 


whom the Engliſh Clergy are as much in- 


debted, if they would but give themſelves the 
trouble to conſult him, as ta any man that 
has engaged in the defence of our eftabliſha 
ment. His vindication is rational, candid, 
and concluſive : he conceals no weak cart, 
in our conſtitution, he allows its failings, he 


propoſes remedies for its imperfections; his 
| boldneſs in the ſupport of truth is the fruit 


of eonviction, his fincertty 3 18 unimpeach- 
able. 


Ba -- 


11 

As Dr. Prieſtley; ſays that he does not 
preach upon political ſubjects but on the 5th 
of November, and that he never publiſhed 

but one on that day, on which ſomething-is 
3 to be laid in favour, of pple, e 
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„ . any. hi, to his great re- 
putation, he may, perhaps, think my time 
might have been more uſefully employed in 
examining ſome of his greater productions, 
than in dwelling. upon an inferior perfor- 
mance, which was more a matter of courſe 
than of choice, and is not held in the higheſt 
eſtimation by its author. But with ſubmiſ- 
Hon to Dr. Prieſtley, I cannot deem ſo lightly 
of that performance, though I do not think 
it unanſwerable, as it contains more reaſons 
in a ſmall compaſs, or as he would call them 
| concentrated, than are commonly to be found 
in more diffuſe and elaborate diſcuſſions : 
and in fact his letters addreſſed to the inha- 
bitants of the town of Birmingham, and inſi- 
diouſly meant to enſnare common under- 
ſtandings, contain very little more than the 
ſubſtance of that ſermon dilated only over a 
wider ſurface, and weakened i in its effects by 
too general an extenſion. 
25 Like 


$\ e * r e 
. 3 NES ry 


[ 29 ] Y 
6 Like other people who think themſelves 


in the right, Dr. Prieſtley profeſſes him- 
«6 ſelf ne to induce others to be of his 


e opinion,” But does it not look rather ſuſ- 
picious that we are not thoroughly perſuaded 


of the truth of our own profeſſions, when 


we are {o anxious to obtain proſelytes, as if 
our cauſe were not ſecure in itſelf, without 
numbers to ſuport it? The only excuſe that 


can be made for wiſhing to direct others by 


our opinions, becauſe it is depriving them of 
the right of private judgement, to which 


Dr. Prieſtley ſhould be the laſt to object, is 


the aſſurance that inevitable dęſtruction muſt 
follow, if they decline our direction. But 


even in this caſe Dr. Prieſtley will allow we 


ſhould proceed with caution; for by this 
mode of reaſoning, the Roman Catholics 
might juſtify their endeavours · to convert 
* a ſinner,” either by perſuaſion, or if that 
will not ſucceed, by compulſion, . from the 
+ error of his ways, and to fave his foul from 
90 death. 4 Beſides, it has no very favou- 
rable appearance, when a man i 15 continually 
appealing to the young and inexperienced, 
if he cannot prevail on thoſe who may be 
better informed, (as Dr. rn; has done 


in 
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| In his ſermon 0n-the-Revolution) tb che 


— 


„ 


undergraduates of the Univerſities, or the 
honeſt, but unlearned manufacturers ad 1 ö 
town of Birmingham, «„ 


_ fo of the principal points on + hah 
Dr. Prieſtley, in theſe letters, excluſive of 


The late Mr. Samuel Badcock, whoſe name has 


been ſo often mentioned in a late unhappy contro- 


verſy, had a principal ſhare aſſigned him in the exe- 


cution of the Monthly Review, and he raiſed the 


credit of thoſe criticiſms to a height to which they 


have never attained, either before or fince. In by 
review of Dr. Prieſtley's Letters to the reply of the 
then Archdeacon of St. Alban's, upon the ſubjett 
of his celebrated charge, Mr. Badcock complains, 
and with too much reaſon, ſays the now Bifhgp-of 
St. David's, that Dr Prieftley writes for the unlear- 
wed.” His mutilations of ancient authors, fophiſti- 
cated tranſlations, and management of teſtimony, hit 
diffufing his dangerous opinions in pampliets con- 
trived to come within the reach of the pooreſt of the 
common people, ſufficiently prove that his labdurs 
are chiefly. calculated ad captandum vulgus. He avows 
his intention of doing * the little that may be in his 

& power, to put an end to our corrupt eſtabliſh- 
ment; and if the learned and inquiſitive are too 
wary to heat by his ſubtle and ingenious ar- 
guments, he will endeavour to entangle, at leaſt, the 
little inſects in his intricate, but flimſy meſhes. See 


* ey” s TraQts, page wag 
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= S to be relieved from a law that 
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L * 1 ? 
wha had been, before. conſidered (the prin- 


_ cipal, Lay, for there are many ſo immaterial 


that they require not à public diſcuſſion) 
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1ſt. The peaceableneſs of their reſolu- 


tions, and the little tendeney they have to 
rde diuiſions! in che ſtate. 


"ds The 1 psig under which they 


labour of a republican diſpoſition. 


1 Their being upbraided with tbe 
odious name, of Ning killer 


1 ft, ha Dr. Priefiley and the, Diſſen- 
ters affect to wonder why the very inoffen- 
ſive mode of their applicatien, their meetings 
and cdramittees, conſtitutionally aſſembled, 
without riot or conſpiracy, ſhould ſpirit up 
ſuch unprovoked reſiſtance. He compares 
their, proceeding gs to that of the moſt peace- 


able claſſes of the people, not a combina- 
tion of; journeymen, met to ad vance the price 


of their labour, but to quiet, induſtrious 


1s 
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is particularly ehe But 1 cannot #64 / 


any he could have named. In truth, it 


proceedin gs. On theſe points we willin gly 


diſperſed in all the public prints; we are 


collect any inſtance in which, where: the 
meetings were equally; by public advertiſe- 
ment, for the redreſs of ſuppoſed grievances, 
fuch menaces were held out to Parliament 
and to individual members, by other affoti- | 
ated bodies, if their petition ſhould be fe. 
jected. The caſe of the Quakers which Dr. 
Prieſtley produces as applicable to the Diſ- 
ſenters, and as the model which they pro- 
poſe to themſelves in their projected union, 

is the moſt unfortunate for his purpoſe of 


ef 


ſeems hardly practicable: to draw a parallel 
between them, except in their diſtrict meet- 
ings, and the national confedetaty- now ſo 


ftrongly recommended (though, Perhaps, 
more difficult to be effected than they are 


71 Ferie 


aware) of all deſe riptions « of Diffenters. We 
are referred, as a proof of their peaceable diſ- 5 


poſition, to the reſolutions at their meetings, 
and to che mildneſs and moderation of their 


join iſſue: we have ſeen their reſolutions. 


witneſs to the conditions on which with ſo 
, much 


* 


33 J 

much vehemence they have inſiſted; we 
think many of their inſtructions moſt in- 
flammatory; and we are perſuaded that the 
Diſſenters have injured their own cauſe by 
their intemperance.* The aſſemblies of the 
Quakers, on the contrary, are decent and 
inoffenſive, and except a few. farcaſms, 
vhich return of courſe at every meeting, 
againſt the clergy on the ſcore of tithes, are 
chiefly confined to the internal regulation of 
their own fraternities ; they aſpire not to 
offices, for which they have voluntarily diſ- 
qualified themſelves, and are grateful to the 
ſtate for the toleration they enjoy. 

_ 2dly. The Diſſenters, as it appears from 
Dr. Prieſtley's letters, are much hurt at 
the odium of republican principles being im- 
puted to them; and in the addreſs from the 
Committee of the Proteſtant Diſſenters, 
dated i: May 11th, and n 


* Many of the Diſſenters T allow, aware * the , 
ſeditious tendency of their meetings and reſolutions, 
have of late rather ſoftened their language : but Dr: 
Prieſtley, without fear or remorſe, ſtills perſiſts in 
expreſſing himſelf in a manner which moderate peo- 
plc muſt at leaſt 2 indecent. 


OO | F OF 1 | * 


„„ 

eontinued to this day, They cannot help 
* oxpreſſing their ſurpriſe and coticern that 

„they ſhould be fo often reproachfully 
* branded with the name of Republicans.” | 
They challenge us to the proof, and defy Mi 

us to produce one inſtance that they are 
hoſtile to kingly government —Every one is 
aware how difficult it is to prove a ſel-evi- 
dent propoſition ; and this has been generally 
conſidered as one of thoſe which will admit 
of no medium of proof to render them more 
evident; for moſt men ſeem agreed upon 
the fact, becauſe, perhaps, it has not been 
contradicted, that the principles of the 
Diflenters are republican ; for that they are 
naturally of an equalizing diſpoſition, and 
4% eyen their eccleſiaſtical government, 
Moſheim ſays, * partakes of the nature of a 
% Republic.” But ſince we are thus pub- 
licly „ champioried to the utterance,” we 
muſt endeavour to illuſtrate and confirm 
this general perſuaſion by the beſt proofs 
which we can produce, but which of courſe 
will be more eircuitous. 
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Now the Diener, 1 imagine, will not © Þ 
be offended to be called by a name, b 
_ which, 
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which, as tending to ſupport the n 
of the people, and to abridge the exorbitant 


power of che Crown, they have hitherto 


gloried in being diſtinguiſhed. I am ſorry 
to introduce thoſe barbarots terms, in the 
etymology of which few are ag teed ; but 
the diſtinction of hig and Tory 1s but too 
familiar to our ears, and is in general well 
underſtood, though the terms are not fo 
eafily defined. Moderate Whigs and mode- 
rate Tories are perfectly reconcileable with 
each other, and mean nearly the ſame thing, 
both being equally remote from the ſlayiſh 
principle of paſſive obedience on the one 
hand, and from wanton, oppoſition to legal 
authority on the other: but the violent of 
both deſcriptions are divided as far aſunder 
as the north from the ſouth pole. The vio- 
lent Tory will allow of reſiſtance to a ſupe- 
rior under no circumſtances; the violent 
Whig of no ſuperior. The violent Whig 
is therefore, if there is any meaning in the 
term, republican; and the very idea of 
Whiggiſm, if we give credit to Dr. Swift, 
or Dr. Johnſon, implies Republicaniſm. 
But as Dr. Prieſtley will except againſt their 
authority, we will inſiſt only on what is 

| Ts - unex- 
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n uriexceptionable. The Diſſenters, by their 


1 


own confeſſion are Whigs, and they would 


think it but an ill compliment not to be ſup- 
poſed ſuch in the ſtricteſt ſenſe. With the 
moderate among them I cordially agree, be- 
cauſe I would with to be underſtood a friend 


to Revolution prindiples not unlimited; but 
ſome of them will not be ſatisfied to be called 


moderate and lukewarm in the cauſe, but 
 avow themſelves prepared to follow where - 


ever their Whig principles will lead; and 


are therefore confeſſedly Republicans: be- 


cauſe the Whig principles carried to the 


extreme, terminate in Republicaniſm.— 
Again, the principles of the Diſſenters, Dr. 
Prieſtley allows, tend to controul and limit 


monarchs, ** that they may do as much good 


„as they can, a id have but little opportu- 
% nity. to do harm: 
reſolution was paſſed in the Houſe of Com- 
mons ſome few years ſince, that he in- 


29 


and when the famous 


c fluence of the Crown has increaſed, is in- 


„ creaſing, and ought 10 be diminiſhed,” 1 
need not be ſcrupulous in ſuppoſing, that 
almoſt the whole body of the Diſſenters in 
the Houſe voted in that majority. The 
principles of the more violent Diſſenters, 


that 


1 7 J 

that is, of violent Whigs, tend not only to 
controul kingly power, but diſcover alſo a 
ſtrong bias to a democracy: democratic prin- 
ciples are, in other words, Republican. 
The violent principles therefore of the Diſ- 
ſenters, or the principles of the violent 
Whigs, (and I leave the world to judge 
how moderate they haye ſhewn themſelves) 
terminate in Repubſicaniſm. 


If, excluſive of this general reaſonin g. 
which may be conteſted, (as what kind of 
reaſoning is there, which an ingenious ſo- 
phiſtry may not find ſomething to carp at) 
it be required of us to produce poſitive teſti- 
mony of this republican diſpoſition, and that 
the principles of the Diflenters are inimical 
to kingly government, I ſhall take the liberty 
to refer them again to the violent reſolutions 
of ſome of their late meetings, to the gene- 
ral tenor of our hiſtorians, not Clarendon, 
or Hume, or Carte only; though Dr. Prieſt- 95 
ley, who is ſo quick- ſighted upon ther 
occaſions, cannot diſcoverit ; to the nume- 
rous publications, which the preſent diſpute 
has furniſhed, as well as to former authors 
of eltabliſhed -re putation, the great Milton, 

Sidney, 


: „„ 
Sidney, and others, from whoſe writings 
publican diſpoſition : but beyond a thouſand 


inferences from. general reaſoning, we ap. 
peal to Dr. Price's ſermon on the 'R 2 


tion, which is anduſtrioufly circulated in this 
and in foreign countries, as the ſtandard of 
political orthodoxy, for their general hoſti- 
lity to crowned heads, and to the ſovereign 
of theſe kingdoms in particular. But, 
zZaly. Dr. Prieftley labours further to 
prove, that · the Diflenters cannot bedeemed, 
te as he calls them, #ing-haters, or fing- 
4 Þ/lers, merely becauſe the neceflary con- 
c ſequence of a war, undertaken for the 
& people's rights, was the death of a king, 
cc who fell a martyr to his own tyranny and 
4% duplicity.” The Preſbyterians at leaſt, 
he ſays, (as if the Preſbyterians ſwallowed 
up all the other ſects) were not the regi- 
cides. We admit it: for Cromwell and his 


Independents reſcued the King forcibly out 


of their hands, and relieved the Preſbyte- 
rians from the diſagreeable embarraſſment in 
which they were involved; for they were 
too cautious to advance, and they had 8 

She vauſced 
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vanced too far to retreat. But as it cannot 
be denied that the Diſſenters in general re- 
duced: King Charles to theſe extremities, 


the Preſbyterizns will hardly be exempted 
from their thare of the ignominy; for the 
Preſbyterians ſubverted the monarchy, but 


the Independents deſtroyed the Monarch; 
or as it is with more livelineſs, but not with 
leſs truth, obſerved by L' Eſtrange, Regem 
primo a Preſtyterianis iteremptum, Carolum 
deinde ab . ite heck. | 


At 105 time of the civil wars the Scots,” 


fays Dr. Prieſtley, © were unqueſtionably 


* Preſbyterians, if ever there were any ſuch 
people in the world; but though they 
joined the Engliſh till the King was ef- 
e fectually ſubdued, they remonſtrated 
e againſt putting him to death.” Thus far 
we will grant all that our antagoniſt may 
require : but when, after the decifive de- 
feat at Naſeby, the uninterrupted ſucceſs of 
Fairfax in the Weſt, and the fatal check: to 
Montroſe's victories in the North, a faint 
gleam of hope preſented itſelf to King 
Charles, by ſurrendering himſelf to the 
* Moſheim, Ecc. Hiſt. vol. iv. | 
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ment and his death. Dr. Prieſtley, there- 


bour under that opprobrium, as if the love 


1 ] 
Scots encamped at Newark; even chat was 
inſtantly eclipſed by their delivering him uß 
to the Engliſh Parliament; which! Dr. 
Prieſtley allows, though it began with being 
epiſcopalian, ended in being preſt yterian 5. 
for that delivery ſoon terminated in his im- 
priſonment. Little advantage was to be 
expected, in that diſtreſſed ſtate of his affairs, 
by his eſcape to the Iſle of Wight; for that 
ſoon led to a ſecond impriſonment, and that 
neceſſarily to his execution; for it is com- 
monly remarked, that the interval is ex- 
tremely ſhort between a king's impriſon- 


fore, is not ſupported by hiſtorical fact in 
declaring, that the Scotch as well as Engliſh 
Preſbyterians were innocent of the King's 
death, for it is evident that they were the 
concurring cauſes, though the Independents 
were the immediate ents, of his 
execution. | 


OY 


It would be the height of cruelty and in- 
juſtice to accuſe the preſent deſcendents of 
thoſe regicides of the crime of deſtroying 
kings, merely becauſe their forefathers la- 


2 : | of 


oo 


„ 

of king - laughter were hereditary in families; 

and they ſhould not, as Dr. Prieſtley juſtly 
3 obſerves, be charged with the habit of king- 
killing for they killed but one. But if the 
democratic part ſhould ever predominate 
over the other two eſſential parts of our 
conſtitution, the ſame principles, with the 
ſame motives, and the ſame views, may 
lead to fimilar concluſions; and the like 
tragical ſcenes, which, under the pretence 
of retrenching deſpotic power, diſgraced the 
laſt century, may be revived in this. The 
barbarous mode of king-killing indeed may 
not ſuit the refined delicacy of this age ; but 
the gradation is natural and eaſy from cut- 
ting off the head, to clipping the wings of 
a 7 ſoaring monarch, and n his 
exertions. 

Since it is ſo much the faſhion to quote 
the words of the great Lord Chatham, let 
me too be indulged in producing the ſame 
authority for words delivered alſo in a debate 
in the Houſe of Lords. The occaſion, if I 
miſtake not, (for J quote by memory, not 
having the Parliamentafy debates near me) 
was the Commons” denial of the claim of 
the Lords to interfere in a bill diſpoſing of 
5 G we 
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421 
the lubjects money. Your Lordſhips,“ 
ſaid Lord Chatham, with great 5 : 
< cannot: be too jealous of che privileges of 
&« this Houſe,” then after a pauſe which 
was uſual with him, and made great impreſ- 
ſion on his audience, „your Lad will 
40 remember, that the Houſe of Commons 
once voted this Houſe to be uſeleſs; (Dr. 
Prieſtley admits that the majority of the 
Houſe of Commons, which paſſed that 
vote, conſiſted of Diſſenters;) and what has 


been may be again. The ſame Houſe of 


Commons brought their King to the ſcaf- 


| fold ; and ſhould the weight & the Diſſen- 


ters again preponderate, and ſimilar cauſes 
ſhould be pretended for the exerciſe of their 
ed what has been may be again. 


5 


Dr. Prieſtley, having exhauſted all his 
wit and argument upon the ſubject of king- 


killing ind republicaniſm, adverts again to 


the beaten topic of the teſt and corporation 
acts: for the famous deciſion in the laſt 


Houſe of Commons he is determined ſhall 


not influence his opinions, as he is to be 
ſwayed by reaſon, not authority. But thoſe 
laws, the views with which they were 

enacted, 


[ 43 ] 

enacted, and the expediency of their conti- 

nuance, have been ſo fully conſidered in the 

free examination, that it may not be neceſ- 

ſary to add any thing in confirmation of the 

arguments there advanced againſt their re- 

peal. But ſhould it be objected to me, that 
ing the repeal of the teſt acts in Ireland, I 
have aſſumed as a truth what is contradicted 
by fact, that the Diſſenters in Ireland, ex- 
cluſive of the Roman Catholics, are leſs 

numerous than the members of the eſta- 

bliſhed church; 1 * that this is one of 
thoſe caſes which are commonly admitted 
upon authority, without a ſtrict inveſtiga- 
tion, becauſe they have not been contro- 
verted: and ſhould any one be inclined to 
combat the poſition, as I confeſs I am not 
poſſeſſed of ſufficient data, by regiſters and 
actual calculations, to aſcertain the fact, 1 
ſhall not conteſt it; for whether the Diſ— 

ſenters there bear a greater or a leſs propor- 
tion, it decides nothing againſt the queſtion, 
whether the abrogation of the Teſt laws be 
expedient in England, becauſe it was not 
thought inconvenient in Ireland. Dr. 
Prieſtley ſays, that this repeal there was no 
2 inſtance 
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„ | 
inſtance of liberality in the eſtabliſhed 
church, but rather to be confidered (as the 
Diſſenters, including the Roman Catholics, 
are ſo decided a majority) as a conceſſion 
extorted from our fears. To ſay the truth, 
there was ſome degree of timidity in our 
government, as a general defection of all 
our dependencies was at that time not with- 
out reaſon to be apprehended : America was 


*boſt;-the Weſt India iſlands were ſurren- 


dering themſelves without reſiſtance, as 
being without protection: Ireland aſſerted 
claims ſimilar to America, and aſpired at in- 
dependence: an mvaſion was threatened, an 
armed force was kept up in the country un- 
controuled by Government, and a ſecret ne- 
gociation was ſtrongly ſuſpected to be car- 
rying on between ſome among them, and 
our inveterate enemies. In this ſtate of 


things a little degree of apprehenſion was 
not unnatural ; and it is no wonder if the 
petition for the repeal could not, under 
' thoſe circumſtances be rejected, when the 


Iriſh had ſo well timed their application 
that is, if the ruling powers of this country 
were contented to ſuffer what, agreeably to 
Dr. Johnſon's definition of the word folerate, 


they 


[ 45 J 
they did not approve. But whether the 
experience of eleven or twelve years be yet 
ſufficient to eſtabliſh the utility of reſcinding 
thoſe laws even in that country, may rea- 
ſonably be doubted, when the experience of 
a century has not diſproved the necellrey of 
continuin 8 them in 1 this. 


' =sn Di. Prieſtley's obſervations upon the 
Toleration and Teſt Acts (Let. pt. ii. p. 8.) 
there is ſomething which, I confeſs, I am 
too dull to comprehend, or to reconcile to 
the common ideas ventertained upon this 
ſubject. The general complaint of the Diſ- 
ſenters againſt theſe acts is, that they are 
excluded from offices which they are in 
other reſpects well qualified to execute; 
becauſe conditions are required of them, 
with which, from motives of conſcience, 
they cannot comply. But bad men,” 
ſays Dr. Prieſtley, . Atheiſts,* men of no 
religion, who laugh at our church, and 
* who will ſupport it no longer than it ſup- 


"Mm Q. Of what religion are Atheiſts? for they ſeem 
to be diſtinguiſhed in this place from men of no re- 
ligion. 


ports 


Wn, 


3 ports: them, make no ſeruple a at all of 
6 conforming to this 8 And yet he 
had ſaid juſt before, that . moſt Diſſenters 
cc do this, that is, receive the communion. 
66 according to the rites of the Church of 
England, and men of honour and princi- 
« ple in his neighbourhood have done it, 
« and, in conſequence, hold the office of 
«« Juſtice. of the Peace.” How is this in- 
conſiſtency to be reconciled? If theſe laws 
operate as a reſtraint upon neither bad nor 
good men; if men of no conſcience can re- 
ceive the ſacrament as a qualificftion, and if 
_ theſe conſcientious men can do the ſame, 
where is the great hardſhip which theſe 
laws impoſe ? But if the conditions are per- 
fectly innocent, as they mult be preſumed, 
when ſuch good men as Dr. Prieſtley re- 
preſents Mr. "Ruſſell and Mr. Taylor to be, 
men proper to be truſted with any degree 
of power,” can accede to them, why 
cannot others follow their good example of 
occaſional conformity? Why all this cla- 
mour againſt laws that in fa& exclude no 
one, and © are no more than a cobweb that 
a fly may break through?“ Either, there- 
fore, there is ſomething concealed in this 

| : account 


3 
account or ihis ſerment which is raiſed for 
the repeal of an act, which concludes no- 
thing, is without foundation. The general 
grievance is, that while men of no con- 
ſcience are admitted, thoſe of the moſt ten- 
der are excluded; the very ſubject of theit 
petition is, that they would violate their 
conſcience by communicating with us to 
qualify for offices; and yet Dr. Prieſtley 
contends, that men of honour and principle 
do communicate, and in conſequence hold 
offices of power and truſt, and ſtill their 
conſcience is not violated. 

The opinions of the Diſſenters are ſo va- 
rious and diſcordant, that even, according 
to Dr. Prieſtley's own account, they diverge 
more widely 'from each other, than they do 
from the Church of England, and a coalition 
of the different ſes, except againſt the 
eſtabliſhed church, and for the repeal of 
thoſe offenſive acts, is perhaps, on theſe 


accounts, impracticable. But Dr. Prieſtley 


is a Diſſenter of a peculiar caſt, diſagreeing 
in ſome particulars with all, and, by his 
own confeſſion, excluded from almoſt every 
diſſenting pulpit in the kingdom. He is 

not 
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„ 
not a Calviniſt; for he profeſſes not to be- 


lieve in the doctrines of predeſtination and 


election.— He is not a Preſbyterian ; for he 
has no objection to the uſe of a liturgy, to 
premeditated diſcourſes, nor to wear even 
the common habits of our graduates ; which 


affords ſome faint hopes that the great excep- 


tion to that emblem of Popery, the Farplice 
may in time wear out—He is not a republi- 


can; for he decidedly prefers our form of 


government to all others, though perhaps he 
may be inclined to think it leaning a little 
too much to monarchy—He is not of the 
Church of England ; and yet he is in prin- 


ciple an Arminian, and he affirms the En- 
Sli Clergy to be Arminian Whether 


he is a Baptiſt or not I have not been 
able to learn, and it does not appear, whe- 
ther he approves of infant baptiſm, of A $ 
immerſion, or aſperſion. He may be an n- 

dependent in one ſenſe of the word, for he 
ſeems unconnected with all the other divi- 
ſions. In ſhort he is an Unique, a Socinian, 
a Unitarian, who . believes that Chriſt was 
© a man ſent of God to teach the true way 
to eternal life, and eſpecially to preach · the 


« * doQtrines of an univerſal reſurrection, and 
1 1 Sed I 


[ 49 1 

10 a future judgment; that in order to enable 
6 him to teach theſe. great doctrines with 
& effect, he was empowered by God to 
te work many miracles; that he was cruci- 
ce fied, died, and was buried ; but that God 
« faiſed him from the dead, and took him 
** uh into Heaven; where he i is to continue 
& till in God's appointed time he will come 
“e again to raiſe all the dead, to judge the 
60 world, and to give unto every man accor- 
e ding to his works.“ In other words, that 
Chriſt did, continues to do, and will do here- 
after ſuch works, as man never did, and can 
never do, and yet that he 1s not God. 


After what I have ſaid it will perhaps ſur- 


prize the Doctor, as much as it will many 
others, when I declare myſelf thus pub- 
licly and unequivocally an Unitarian— 
that is, I believe in one God: And what 


XZ will perhaps aſtoniſhhim ſtill more, 1 will 


IR 
PI 4 


believe in the unity of God in his own ac- 


eeptation—on condition that he will prove 


to my ſatisfaction, that -evety paſſage in 


= ſcripture, in the Prophets of the Old, the 


Evangeliſts and Apoſtles of the New Teſta- 
ment, which alludes to the Divinity of 
3 Jes 


2 
= 1 
_ 
= = 
3 4 
n ny ! [3 
a> | 4 
1 by, 
o \ — 

5 75% 

. 
. 

® 0; 22 
WM: © . 

4 
iin 
ub of JT” 
4, ($6: 

8 n i 
4 > 

* 14. #5: 
Di 

5 31 

v0 ** 
180 0 

1 1 

P 5 4 
: «6841 * 777 

# # 
* 
4 t ? 
, 0 ; 
1 5 [ 
1 : J 
N 
1 * : 
es - |. * | 
4 * => - 
$74 + + 
n 
1 
1 
„ * 
. 

1 Li + 
"184 | 
Fi 4+ 

4 1 

: 3 375 
1; $434 

+ Fi 

7 b 
{ 9 "x 
74 

: 14 15 
Weg 6: 

n 
177 
11 &1 
4 134 f 

i 
8 
. x; 
bd 3h 
1 12 "Th 
< 13 
7 N 
2 
{EH 
85 * 4 
** 1 . 
13 1 
ene 
11 5 
Ly * 
ll: 
"24 4 1 
pay * 
1 Y 5 
y 1 
37 . 
43334 
Fi N 
15 1 
1 f En, 
11 " 108 
#37 7 5 
19:92 44 
„ 1 n N 
110 
3538 
< * 
1 1 
1. 
4 
"118: THE 
11 
nnn 
1 3 
R [ 
+. IF Io 
8 #1 
<4 2-8 44 
* ? tt 7 *5 
2 4 3 
0 . 
, 9 : 
* 14 
oF i "133+ 
, - +78] 
9 8 uf 
, 8 
4 4 
"* A 
* "7-644 
177 * 
#3 
. 
ir 
K 
118: 1 
- 7 y 
35 
. 
9 
1 
. 
1 
: . 
. $ 
4 
1 „* * 
4 26.55 15] 
4 
1 
2 
k , 
[4 
1&2 [1 i 4 
NI N 
14 
11 99] 
4+4 OY 18 
1. i 
141 N 
ie 
70 > 
F 4 % 
13H HERS 
1 VS» 
is 1 : 

j4 0 

7 5 t 1 
Riad 
{0% 
nn 
Ann 
1 
1 A 
i 
y oft 
Ti 17 
74 ty 
: 134 
Wah 
1 7 4 
* 5 
5 ; 


o_— — — 2 
= 
Me AE” 


A+ BHS 


Jo 
(25 


— — — — 
—— 2 - 
— . I 
#4, > - 4 m _ 

RE AE * 
N N 

. nap fo Bm neg 
— 


my 3 1 
7 — 
S 
—— == 
> . 2 
2 2 


+ 
1 —— 
F —— 
=—_— 2 
— 
Paget — 


pes r 
. 5 
v8 2 2 
e 
— Po cate? 


L 5% J 
Jeſus Chriſt, the exiſtence of the Word be- 


fore the world was, with the co-operation 


of the Holy Spirit, are forgeries or corrup- 


tiont. But till theſe proofs are produced, of 
which I muſt be, the judge, I ſhall be. con- 
tent to believe in the unity of God upon 
ſeripture principles, that hypoſtatic union, 
which I can not comprehend, much leſs ex- 
plain, and to wait in ſilent expectation for 
that time, when J ſhall know, even as I am 
known.* | Ha- 


* With the Unitarian controverſy between the 
preſent Biſhop of St. David's and Dr. Prieſtley, I 


preſume not to intermeddle : the conduct of that 


diſpute is in much abler hands, and Dr. Prieſtley 


never appeared to ſo great diſadvantage as in that 
very unequal conteſt, We puny aſſailants are par- 
tizans in a deſultory kind of warfare, and like the 
Velites in the Roman army, ſkirmiſh a little in the 
front of the battle, or if we act occaſionally as the 


Haflati, are glad to retire for protection to the Prin- 


aipes or Triarii, among whom, if I may ſo ſpeak, 


. Horſley ſtands diſtinguiſhed as the Princeps Tri- 


ariorum. Without a metaphor, his Lordſhip in * 
controverſy diſcovers a depth of comprehenfion, 

fund of learning, and a cloſeneſs in arguing, which 
prove him far ſuperior to his opponent, whoſe read- 
ing upon theſe ſubjects, amidſt the variety of his 
other purſuits, I muſt confeſs to 'be at the ſame 


time aſtoniſhing. But in this controverſy Dr. 


Prieſtley depends chiefly on miſrepreſentation and 
evaſion, ſometimes indeed is guilty of palpable miſ- 
conception 


77 
Having advanced in my free Exami ination 


of Dr. Prieſtley 8 ſermon what was ſufficient 
to convince myſelf at. leaſt that the Magi- 


ſtrate has a right, under certain reſtrictions, 


to interpoſe in matters of religion, Imight be 
excuſed from taking gany notice of the ſame 
aſſertions repeated i in theſe letters, (Pt. iii. p. 
1.3) but I cannot refrain from ſome animad- 


verſions on that dangerous poſition, « that if 


& do any thing to jure man in his perſon, 
ce property, or good name (things which 
% human laws were intended to guard) I 


. ought to be puniſhed by thoſe who. ad- 


<* miniſter ſuch laws: but it I do any thing 
by which I offend God only and not man, 
I ſhould be left to the judgment of God 
«in this world or the next.” Now Dr. 


Prieſtley need not to be informed that the 


conception of the authors he produces, and does 
not ſeem acquainted with ſome of the principal 
writers an the ſubject in diſpute, till they are pointed 
out to him by his great antagoniſt ; but yet, though 
foiled in every encounter, he returns perpetually to 
the, aſſault, and is determined, as he ſays himſelf, to 
write till the ſubject is exhauſted ; ſo that a contro- 


verſy with Dr. Prieſtley has the comfortable pro- 
ſpect, like ſome ſuits in chancery, of not being fi- 
- Niſhed, even with the lives of the contending parties. 


Hz N 


TS} 

judgments of God are ſeldom executed in 
this world, and that all offences againſt the 
Deity are reſerved by him to a future retri- 
bution. Is the Magiſtrate then to hear the 
name of God profaned by the moſt horrid 
impieties, and to take no meaſures to re- 
ſtrain them ? Are his Sabbaths to wb; pollu- 
ted, his ſervice contemptuoufly neglected, 
and a total want of religion to diſturb the 
peace of ſociety, without being cenſured in 
this world, becauſe it may be puniſhed in 
another? 1s Dr. Prieſtley- to be taught that 
ſeaſonable correction here may check thoſe 
enormities, and prevent the judgments of 
God hereafter ? But all this is perfectly con- 
ſiſtent with that doctrine which would en- 
deavour to perſuade us, that religious eſta- 
bliſhments are the cauſe of moſt of the evils 
which are experienced in this life; that every 
man ſhould be left to his free choice in ſpi- 
ritual affairs ; - and that there may be, without 
claſhing with each other, as many rel; 1g100s, 
fot there are individuals. ; 


As Dr. Prieſtley. fi peaks ſo decifively that 
al eſtabliſnments are fundamentally wrong, 


that they 1 muſt introduce the very miſchiefs 
they 


t- S 3 
they were intended to correct, and defies any 
of our clergy to refute his arguments if 
they can, it might be expected of one who 
undertakes to examine theſe doctrines, to 
| fay a few words in reply to ſo bold an affer- 
tion, though the general ſenſe of the en- 
lightened part of mankind revolts againſt i it, 
and the Poctor has not the ſatisfaction to be 
| ſupported in it, but by a very few, even of 
his own fraternity. If the ſcriptures are to 
<< be interpreted, he ſays, by the conduct of 
the Apoſtles, and that of the early Chriſ- 
5 tians for the three firſt centuries, we ſhall 
be ſatisfied that his principle is not carri- 
ed too far, which is, that every man may 
„ chooſe his own religion, or, if he chooſes, 

may be of none at all.” That there was 
no civil power in that age, which could be 
applied to Chriſtianity, Dr. Prieſtley allows, 
but neither our Saviour, he ſays, nor his 
* Apoftles gave any directions about ſuch 
* a thing as a civil eftabliſhment of Chriſti- 
d anity, when Chriſtians ſhould have the 
power of making one.“ This con- 
ceſſion in our turn we may make with 
great confidence to Dr. Prieſtley: but 
our 


[ 54 7] 


our Saviour's directions clearly had re- 


ſpect to the immediate and infant ſtate of che 


Chriſtian Church. This was not always to 


continue in that ſtate, but was expected to 
grow and ſpread, and in the courſe of its 
propagation to fill the whole earth: the in- 


ſtructions that were given, in that early 


ſtage of - its exiſtence, could not be adapted 
to it in its more mature ſtate, nor would 2 
permanent and unalterable proviſion be made 
for every future and poſſible contingency. 


The caſe was the ſame with the Apoſtles af- 


ter Chriſt's aſcenſion. The Chriſtian religion 
grew mightily and prevailed, but it was gra- 
dually and in ſecret, unprotected and diſ- 
countenanced by the ruling powers of the 
earth. Rules for its eſtabliſhment, which 
might ſuit it in all ſteps of its progreſs, were 
not confidered as neceflary, and would pro- 
bably have been found uſeleſs. But when 
the aſſemblies of Chriſtians became nume- 
rous, and had gained a permanency and ſta- 
bility, then regulations were made for their 
effectual en the magiſtrate was invited 
or undertook of himſelf to co-operate with 
them, and a formal or implied confederation 
of the eccleſiaſtical and civil powers was 

| crea- 


„ 

created in this enlarged ſtate of Chriſtianity; 
not only that the new religion, to which 
the- ruling. powers had been converted, 
might become the eſtabliſhed religion, but 
alſo that there might not be exected, through 
the progreſs and extenſion of this growing 
community, imperium in imperio. - 


But Dr. Prieſtley maintains further, that, 
as it was the caſe in the infant ſtate of Chriſ- 
tianity, Chriſtian ſocieties ſhould depend 
upon the voluntary zeal of its ſincere vo- 
< taries,” not upon forced exactions from 


thoſe who deny their authority, and with to 


have no connection with them; and the ex- 
ample of the diſſenters is held out to our 
imitation, among whom * Chriſtianity, he 
* ſays, is actually ſupported by gratuitous. 
c contributions.” In ſocieties which bear 
no great proportion to the whole ſtate, ſuch 
zeal may be ſufficient to nouriſh and ſupport 
them during their infancy, but as theſe ſoci- 


eties are enlarged, and their views extended, 


higher inducements muſt be held out as the 
objects of ambition; as it is commonly ob- 
ſerved, that where the harveſt is but ſcanty, 


4% the labourers will be few. But the diſ- 
= 3 ſenters 


w 


1 ä 

r 7 5 

nn” - LH 12 

11... {enters ſhould not infiſt too much on this ar- 
110 A : gument ; for the enormous wealth amaſſed 
|\. in the Romiſh Church aroſe from what was 
'": 1, called voluntary zeal ; and the fame artifices 
ö i 1 3 2 may again be applied to take advantage of 
wt = the weakneſs and credulity of the fincere vo- 
Til = aries, But if the diſſenters are ſo very phi- 
13 4 | loſophical, or ſo very religious, as to main; 
15 4 tain themſelves by the caſual ſupport of 
— gratuitous benevolence, to what uſes, give 
14 us leave to aſk, has the regium donum been 
10 applied? Why do they condeſcend to ac- 
ö They . cept from an eſtabliſhment, of which they. 
. pray to be independent, a certain aſſiſtance 
95 1. which may remind them of their depen- 
94 dence? Either let them acknowledge that 
1679 Chriſtianity does not continue to be ſupport- 
16 ed as it was in the primitive times, or boldly 


cancel an obligation, that contradicts their 
pretenſions. 


It is confidently ſaid, that © there would 
ebe much more of religion without an 
ti eſtabliſhment than with one. But if all 
are to chooſe their own religion, which 7 
would be the caſe were there no eſtabliſh *# 
ment, I muſt except againſt the interference 


of 


4 1 
of all prieſts, miniſters, and preachers of 


every denomination ; for if they are to in- 
' fluence the people, the people are not left to 
their own choice, but muſt adopt the reli- 


gious principles, which their profeſſed 
teachers inſtil into them; and as nineteen 
parts in twenty in every ſtate can learn no- 
thing of religion without being inſtructed, 
nineteen parts in twenty muſt be without 
inſtruction, and conſequently without reli- 


gion, 5 


If every one were to chooſe, or to ſuffer his 
ſpiritual guide to chooſe for him his religious 
creed, Dr. Prieſtley being a Unitarian, and 
deſirous to prevail on all others to think as 
he does, would wiſh of courſe to make all 
/ 8 men Unitarians: another who thought Cal- 
viniſm che certain road to everlaſting ſalva- 
tion, would uſe his endeavours that all 
"XZ ſhould adopt that perſuaſion: the Papiſts, 
wo are convinced that no man can be faved 


3 | out of their pale, would compaſs heaven 
3 and earth to make proſelytes to Popery ; 
for every one has a right, as well as Dr. 
Prieſtley, to ſuppoſe his own the only true 


way, and to convert as many to it as he can, 
1 and 
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muſt become ueceſſary, to prevent thoſe dif. 1 


fit, That it is nor perfedt; 


[ 58 ] 


and then what becomes of each mars free 
choice if they are all influenced by the ad- 
Ateſs or artifice of others? either therefore 
they muſt be left to their own unbiaſſed and 
free election, and then the reſult would be con- 
fuſion and evil work, or ſome eſtabliſhment 


orders; and men (mult be contented at any 
price to be redeemed from this ſtate of anar- 
chy, even to the diminution of ſome por- 

te tion of their liberty,” if the loſs of a part 

will preſerve the whole. 

55 Having chus ſhewn that eſtabliſhments 

may not neceffarily produce all the evils 
that are charged upon them, 1 ſhall beg leave 

to confider briefly thoſe objections which 

this author urges againſt our eſtabliſhment 

in particular, and which, excluſive of thoſe 

cavils againft 1 ſome parts of out ritual before 

mentioned, may de reduced to theſ three 


2dly, That it is not old; and 


34, That it is not new. 


7 
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ift then; We are ready to allow, that, ag 
all human inſtitutions advance. towards pers 
fection by flow degrees, ours alſo is not 
unimproveable—but we deſire not ever to im- 
prove upon compulſion.” We leaye tq 
our ſuperiors to proceed, at what time and in 
what manner to their wiſdoms ſhall appear 
maoſt expedient, to innovate with caution, 
to amend with moderation; leſt the remedy 
be moore iimolerable than the diſorder, and 
3 deen tannboane in ruin. 24 


een 


| ally, We are told, wala in one fonſe we 

admit it, that our church is modern: it was 
not eſtabliſhed fo early as ſome others of 
A the reformed churches : but if antiquity is 
2 | to decide the ſuperiority, Lutheraniſm is of 
= later date than Popery ; Popery than the 
H Jewiſh religion; the Jewiſh religion than 
3 the Pagan: but, I preſume that our oppo- 
neuts would not wiſh to have recourſe again 
5 4 to the corruptions or Popery, from which, 
9 at the price of ſo much blood they had eſ- 
cCaped; to the burthenſome ceremonies of 
; 1 the Jewiſh law, which by God's direction 
were ſuperſeded ; or to the worſhip of the 
ſun _ the moon and all the hoſt of hea- 
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from the primitive Chriſtians, ſo the church of 


this plea be admitted, reformation muſt al- 


[ 66 } 
ven, which can properly be called 10 lte 
But Dr. Prieſtley ſays, that our church is 
modern in another ſenſe, for our religion 1 18 
derived from the Roman' Catholics. But 
this unfortunately labours under an objection 
which is inſurmountable; for it is not fact: 

for as the Papiſts may be called Diſſenters 


England, as the Doctor fays, is a Diſſenter 
from the Papiſts: the church of England, 
therefore, does fiot deduce its origin from 
the Roman Catholics; it only reſtored it- 
ſelf to the ſtate of the primitive Chriſtians, 
and is thetefore | as cal as Chriſtianity tſell; 
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ay, For fear we e mould affurtie: any ex- 
traordinary merit from being eſtabliſhed la- 
ter, as they affirm, tlian others, "becauſe that 
church which was laſt reformed may pro- 
bly have corrected the moſt abuſes, we are 
taught i in another place that the modern 
« diflenters as coming after us, muſt have 
improved upon us,” and therefore muſt 
approach nearer to perfection. But as truth 
is ſimple, and innovation infinite, ſhould 


ways 


| (6 1 

ways be progreſſive; and fince by that pro- 
greſſion we: ſhould never know where to 
ſtand, 'or on what to fix, but muſt for ever 
fluctuate in uncertainty 3 the church of 
England may on this account be ſaid to have 
adopted the happy medium between errors 
that wanted amendment, and continued cor- 
rections that know no bounds. We are 
perfectly contented to have our adverſaries 
themſelves prove, that we are neither to be 
accuſed of holding obſolete and exploded 
doctrines, nor that we have fallen into the 
faſhionable exceſſes of modern innovation. 


The time may come, when the preſent 
eſtabliſhment, which ſeems now 1o ſecure, 
may give way to the rage of reformation ; 
when the legiſlature may conſent, as Dr. 
Prieſtley and his affociates have threatened, 
to remove the foundations on which itſelf 
reſts. But the author of theſe obſervations 
. fincerely hopes that he ſhall be removed to a 
better ſtate of things, where the preſent diſ- 
tinctions and regulations, which he eſteems 
eſſential to our virtue and happineſs on this 
earth, will be no longer neceſſary, before 
theſe things ſhall be; "and that though his 
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fpart of theſe letters, which finiſhes the 
ſet, for he has given the concluſion, and 
added a poſtſcript. But as the ſubject of this 


letter in general has repeatedly been conſider- 


ed, and is now only reduced to the level of the 


Y | underſtanding of his generous #ownſmen and 
neighbours, to be brought lower, perhaps, 
hereafter in three-penny and two-penny 
3 | pamphlets, and ſuited to the capacities of 
2 journeymen and apprentices ; I ſhall only 
ſtate the contents of it, and briefly remark, 


iſt, That, as I have taken occaſion to ſay 
in the note at p. 5o, in the Unitarian con- 


troverſy, it would be preſumption in any 
3 one to interfere after the Biſhop of St. Da- 
2 vid's, though he may be no ſtranger to the 
arguments and the authorities produced on 
both ſides : for in fact, the principal argu- 
ments and authorities produced by Dr. Prieſt- 
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ley both from ſcripture and the earlier writers 


of the church, have been amply refuted by that 


learned prelate, or, as his Lordſhip ſays, by a 
predeceſſor of his in that dioceſe. But that 
is no reſtraint upon Dr. Prieſtley ; the but- 
zon-makers of Birmingham will not read Bi- 
ſhop Horſley's Tracts, or Biſhop Bull's De- 
fenfio fei Nicenc. — They may theſe letters. 


: adly, With Mr. Burn's and Dr. Prieſt- 
ley's perſonal diſpute, as with Mr. Madan's, 
J have no concern. I preſume that gentle- 


man to be equal to his own vindication, and 


J willingly leave the iſſue of the conteſt ta 
their own weapons, 


_—— —  ——— 


- gdly, The hiſtory of the Diſſenters and 
their general principles are ſo well known, 
that nothing new can be expected upon that 
ſubject, but the lower claſſes of the manu- 
facturers were to be taught, how many thou- 
ſand of the Diſſenters were driven into exile, 
were plundered, were perſecuted, torment- 
ed, without being reminded of the ſufferings 
of the clergy, and the plunder and perſecu- 
tion ſo many more thouſangs underwent, 
when the Diſſenters were lords over us; 
N they 


39 1 
they were to be tai ght what great things the 
Diſſenters had done «for them ; that the Re- 
formation from Popery, from which the 
clergy are always ſo averſe; is to be aſcribed 
to their anceſtors; that the teſtoration of 
Charles II. though they avow themſelves 
no friends to monarchy, could not be effec- 
ted without their concurrence ; and that the 
glorious revolution in 1688 was owing ex- 
cluſively to the management of the Difſen- 
ters, without the leaſt obligation being al- 
lowed to the conduct of the Epiſcopalians, 
or to the fortitude of the ſeven Biſhops of 
the church of 3 


4th, The ſituation of the eſtabliſhed 
clergy we ate not to be informed is an ob- 
je& partly of envy; partly of compaſſion. 
The inferior orders may labour under ſome 
difficulties ; but they have brighter proſ- 
pects before them, and need not be without 
hope, if they are not without exertion; For 
the ſincerity of our ſubſcriptions we are ac- 
countable to our great Judge, : and not to Dr. 
Prieſtley. 
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5th, The calumny contained in a pam- 
phlet entitled Theodoſius, I own, aſtoniſhes 
and affects me greatly; for I will not ſup- 
poſe, that any one, who believes in the Chriſ- 
tian religion howeyer modified, can diſbe- 
lieve a God. I heartily wiſh Dr. Prieſt- 
ley ſucceſs in his endeavours to detect he- 
the author, and to, bring him to repentance, 
if he has the charity to forgive him. I am 
happy, however, to find that he readily ex- 
culpates the venerable John Weſtley; 
though it grieves me to obſerve that he 
thinks himſelf juſtified in fixing his ſuſpi- 
cion upon a clergyman of the church' of 
England : Thope that all will be able to ſpeak 
to him with the ſame confidence that I do, 
*« Thou canſt not fay I did it.” 


5th, On the nature of the intercourſe 
between the late Mr. Badcock and Dr. 
Prieſtley it would have ſhewn more gene- 
roſity to be ſilent. But the very unqualified 
declaration that ** the Sermons the moſt ad- 
„ mired. for their compoſition that. our 
„Church has boaſted of in the preſent age, 
appear to be written by Mr. Badcock, at 
that time a diſſenting miniſter,” there is 
I now 
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now living evidence to confute: a Cler- 
gyman of the eſtabliſhed Church, in high 
repute for his great learning and abilities, 
ſhould Dr, White's pretenſions be difal- 
lowed, has openly aſſerted his claim to 
no inconſiderable ſhare in thoſe lectures, 
which, whatever aſſiſtance might have 
concurred in the execution, may be held 
forth as the ſtandard of fine writing, ſound 
reaſoning, and true faith : and it is ſome de- 
gree of triumph that Mr. Badcock, what- 
ever were his motives (for which Dr. Prieſtley 


ought not to judge him, that he be not judged 


; & bimſelf)a better writer, a more ſound divine, 


if not ſo deep a philoſopher, and fo univer- 
XZ fal a ſcholar as Dr. Prieſtley, actually received 
X ordination from the hands of a Proteſtant 
Biſhop, unpreferred and without the proſpect 


of preferment, conformably to the rites of 


the Church of England, 


THE BEND. 
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